April 4, 1990 LB 866

SPEAKER BARRETT: Time.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: .. . and in sone cases even kill ed.

SPEAKER BAREUITT: Thank you. Discussion of the Chanmbers noti on.
Senator Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Actually this is nore of a yin and

yang type of comment. Yesterday | was very, very unpeasy, as

many people were, though | voted to do so anqywill take the

responsibility for that, to nove those bills across }(o try to
done

un...to get rid of a logjamso we could get some wor and
the Legislature did put In a good day's work. | gm hoping the
sane thing can happen today as well. | guess | feel tﬂat we

would look a little bit even nore strange than we were yesterday
on what we have done with the rul €S, and certai n|y | have had ny
share of dealings with the rules, that jf we went ahead and
nmoved bills back without the peer debate to where they should

have been on General File, then we' d,in fact, | hink

those bills that, well, we didn't necessarily V\B}]t Irt]o dga%atto
we nade a nistake, we are going to nove themback. ang oh b
the way, they were inportant yesterday but today they ale not s%

i nportant, because if wemove them back to General File,
obviously, they cannot moveup to be considered tg Fipal
Readi ng, and there were sonme bills that we stated yesterday that
were very important that needed to be considered, certain
griority bills. Senator Wesely has one that is very jnpportant.
enator Lamb, on his LB 866, certainly is very inportant for the
Legislature to continue. Senator Norrissey and those have sone
on lowlevel liability that needs to be discussed, 544 if we are
90i ng to say t hat they need to be di Scussed, they are very
Inportant to do so, then | think it would be foolish for the
Legislature to nove all of those back and say, g th are
i nportant, we didn't nean what we did yesterday and, by g way,
since we did that action yesterday and we nove them back today,
now we guarantee we can't talk about them And | don't think
that is a processthat we need to do. (ne paybe bad deci sion
shoul dn't be conpounded by a further one. nd 1 ould agree
yesterday's decision was sonmewhat unusual Abu? | %l nk thc,9 body
is being put in that unusual situation because of i{he tone of
the session, because of some of the issues ywe have been
involved, and we have to do extra human things py working
together to try to get sone of these things acconpli%ed, and |
think we did a good job on that yesterday, gng | hope we can
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